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1. The indicated allowability of claims 27 and 35-38 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Nigel Lord of Pro Sound News and Matsushighe, U. S. Patent No. 
5487067. Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 27, 3 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nigel 
Lord in view of Matsushighe, U. S. Patent No. 5487067. 

Regarding claim 27, 31, 33 and 36, Lord discloses Master of Pop Reclaim Fon Memory 
(Pro Sound News). Lord discloses two identical pre-production studios, with identical mixing 
desks and ADTS and audio workstations (claim 33), which indicates a plurality of audio spaces 
comprising acoustically identically enclosures. However, Lord fails to disclose the enclosures 
being electrically connected as claimed. 

Regarding the enclosures being electrically connected, in a similar field of endeavor, 
Matsushige discloses audio data communications among audio mixers in multiple production 
studios, wherein the communication link (claim 31) is conducted by a ring network (col. 25, lines 
19-45 and figures 16-17). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Lord by implementing a electrical communication link 
between the studios for the purpose enhancing the communication capability between the audio 
devices during audio production. 

However, Lord and Matsushighe fails to disclose the enclosures enclosures enabling and 
identical audio signal to be transmitted across connecting audio spaces simultaneously. 
Providing an identical audio signal across connecting audio spaces was well known in the art. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the disclosure of Lord by implementing the technique of playing or 
broadcast the same audio signal over a plurality of audio spaces for the purpose of enable the 
listeners of the audio listening area to hear the same audio signal. 

Regarding claim 32, Lord and Matsushighe discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 3 1). Lord and Matsushighe (Matsushighe) discloses the link as a ring network, 
which constitute as a wide area matrix network, and Matsushighe also discloses the data transfer 
via the Ethernet. 

Regarding claim 35, Lord and Matsushighe discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 27). Lord and Matsushighe (Matsushighe) discloses that devices in one studio 
may be operable for another studio (col. 25, lines 41-45). 

Regarding claims 37-38, Lord and Matsushighe discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 36). Lord and Matsushighe fails to discloses synchronizing the events in one 
audio space with another. Synchronzing audio events with other events, such as video was well 
known in the art. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to modify the invention of Lord and Matsushighe by implementing 
synchronization the audio events with other events such as video for the purpose of enabling 
synchronized real-time editing and control of both the audio and video effects. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 27, 31-33, and 35-38 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant provides remarks do the amended claim language in respect to previously 
indicated allowable subject matter. However, upon further consideration and searching, a new 
prior art references have been used to reject the claimed invention. The new prior art references 
discloses using identical audio studios, and providing a communication link thereto. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura A. Grier whose telephone number is (571) 272-7518. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivian Chin can be reached on (571) 272-7848. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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